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(i.e.. landfill, oil recygling, etc,):

CONTACT (name asd telephone)i _____I____

1. What percentage of UM waate volome at the site do you
believe 10 not allocable to any pircy (whether or not
viable, defunct, etc.)? ;

2.

3.

5.

PJUPfl may. if given thft opportunity, argue thac th« vjolume of
waet« unallocable to «iy party is|different percentage than
B?A would determine. They may arvu« for a differeut
Avidentiai*y ataadard (for eacamplej a party may argue to
limit its liability to liability-tor thoae barrels upuu
which there io a label with the name, address and photo of
the particular party? or, parties way deny liability]at a
groundwater contamination Bice, arguing that chemical8 fotind
in the grroundwater could have emau^otad f̂ om oilier facilities
in the vicinity, and thereCore, t'he source of the {
norhamination is not identifiable)!. !
Siven tho poeaiblc arguments, and recognizing that a FRP
could significantly reduce or escape liability if successful
in such argumenta:

What peroe&tage of tfc« waeta< voiuke at tae aite do you think
PRPs would argue is not allocable to any party?

Taking into conaidexaLiuu these two positions, what do you
belivr* a third-party neutral woulA conclude is the i

of waste volome not attributable to any pajrtyf

Xf IPX has made a determination at I the eite, what percanta0«
of tie volume o* tbe waste at the site was attributed to
non-viable parties (defunct, bankrupt, with an inability to

Xf t&*ra haa been an allooation at
percentmga v«lua« of tn* Waabe at
attributed to any party?

thi« site, what
iJxe site was not
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SUBJECTt Unallocated wa.ate at aupertund Sites

VAOMi

TO:

Stacy ^
OSRB, Hegional Support Division

Superfund J?eauthorization

inHoraationWe are currcncly gathering
potential tmgtB aftfiociated with various
uoe of orphan funding .

to assess th(
proposals Lu expg T.d the

In June 1993, we asked tie regions to provide information
response to questions addre«»ing mixed - Cundiag issues. Cnc
question ftileed at utiat cime was: What! percentage of waste volume
at the site was unallocable? I

Wo are currently updating «tud expanding tAO raeponsea to
that question. Could you please provide a copy of this ntemo and
the attached questions to Uie KPM and' t tie attorney on each a-fte
in your region thau is liscea on the attached appendix.

Aa uau«i, the turnaround time for S this information is cuite
short. I apologise for chlB. it each attorney and RPM
rcopond by fax by Tuesday, June 13, 1995, T would greatly:
appreciate it. ; i

provided will remain confidential and will be
disclosed only as part of an overall analysis. Mo site ciunea nr
loc»tioiitt will be publicly disclosed, j

My telephone numoer is (202) 260-7220, please feel
oali or have those working on ttie sites call with any
UL comments i Ad well, I would appreciate any explanation; of your
anowera to this •uzrvey.

to

My fax nuicber IB (202) 260-3069. ;Thank ycm very muah.


